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 1 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: THANK YOU. MOVED BY KNABE, SECONDED BY 2 

ANTONOVICH; WITHOUT OBJECTION, SO ORDERED. AND THAT'S ON 37. 3 

ON 52 MOVED BY YAROSLAVSKY -- 52.  4 

 5 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: -- HOLDING THIS ITEM.  6 

 7 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: SUPERVISOR ANTONOVICH.  8 

 9 

SUP. ANTONOVICH: 52 NOW?  10 

 11 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: MR. SACHS, WOULD YOU LIKE TO SPEAK ON 52 12 

FIRST?  13 

 14 

ARNOLD SACHS: CAN WE HEAR FROM THE SUPERVISOR, PLEASE, FIRST? 15 

AND I BELIEVE THERE'S OTHER PEOPLE.  16 

 17 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: RIGHT. THERE'S SOME OTHER PEOPLE.  18 

 19 

ARNOLD SACHS: I DO HAVE A CARD IN ON ANOTHER ONE, ON 68 AND 1-20 

A. AND?  21 

 22 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: WE'RE HOLDING THOSE.  23 

 24 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: THOSE ARE FOR HEARING.  25 
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 1 

ARNOLD SACHS: DO YOU WANT TO HOLD THOSE?  2 

 3 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: SUPERVISOR ANTONOVICH?  4 

 5 

SUP. ANTONOVICH: HE'S NOT GOING TO TALK? THE PROPOSAL BEFORE 6 

US TODAY IS TO SUPPORT THE SALES TAX PROPOSAL THAT'S BEING 7 

RECOMMENDED BY THE METROPOLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY. I HAVE 8 

RESERVATIONS ABOUT THAT BECAUSE IT DOES NOT TREAT THE ENTIRE 9 

COUNTY EQUITABLY IN GIVING THE DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDING BASED 10 

UPON THE POPULATION. THIS IS VERY IMPORTANT BECAUSE, ONCE 11 

AGAIN, REGIONS THROUGHOUT LOS ANGELES COUNTY, BE IT NORTH 12 

COUNTY, SOUTH BAY, SAN GABRIEL VALLEY, THE MID CITY AREAS, THE 13 

SAN FERNANDO VALLEY HAVE A GREATER POPULATION, A GREATER 14 

POPULATION BUT WILL BE RECEIVING LESS SALES TAX REVENUES FOR 15 

THEIR NEEDED TRANSPORTATION PROPOSALS. TO GIVE YOU AN EXAMPLE, 16 

THE SAN FERNANDO VALLEY, WHILE 14 PERCENT OF THE POPULATION 17 

WOULD ONLY RECEIVE ABOUT 5 PERCENT OF THE FUNDING IN THIS 30-18 

YEAR TAX, THE WEST SIDE CITIES, WHILE THEY HAVE TWO PERCENT OF 19 

THE POPULATION WOULD BE RECEIVING 9 PERCENT OF THOSE SALES TAX 20 

REVENUES. THE GATEWAY CITIES WOULD BE 19 PERCENT OF THE 21 

POPULATION, YET RECEIVING ABOUT 17 PERCENT. SAN GABRIEL, 19 22 

PERCENT OF THE POPULATION BUT A LITTLE OVER 16 PERCENT OF THE 23 

REVENUES. SOUTH BAY, NORTH COUNTY IS 7 PERCENT OF THE 24 

POPULATION BUT ONLY RECEIVING ABOUT 5.3 PERCENT OF THOSE 25 



August 5, 2008 

 52

REVENUES. SO YOU'RE ASKING PEOPLE, ONCE AGAIN, WHO HAVE 1 

CONGESTED NEEDS, CONGESTED HIGHWAYS AND NEED FOR PUBLIC 2 

TRANSPORTATION TO ONCE AGAIN SUBSIDIZE A PROJECT OUTSIDE OF 3 

THEIR JURISDICTION THAT WILL NOT RELIEVE THEIR COMMUNITIES OF 4 

THE TRANSIT NEEDS BUT WILL ADD AND ENHANCE ADDITIONAL 5 

CONGESTION IN THOSE COMMUNITIES. M.T.A. DID NOT ENGAGE THE 6 

SUBREGIONS AND DESIGN A COUNTY-WIDE PLAN THAT HAD A BUY-IN 7 

FROM ALL PARTS OF THE COUNTY. ONCE AGAIN, THIS WAS A PROPOSAL 8 

COMING FROM THE TOP DOWN. AND IT DID NOT COME FROM THE BOTTOM 9 

UP. THEY DELIBERATELY IGNORED THE SUBREGIONS' INPUT. THE 10 

M.T.A. DECIDED TO TAKE LOS ANGELES CITIES' LIST OF PROJECTS 11 

AND THEN THROW A FEW OTHER PROJECTS COUNTY-WIDE TO CREATE WHAT 12 

LOOKED LIKE A REGIONAL PLAN INSTEAD OF GOING DIRECTLY TO THE 13 

SUBREGIONS AND WORK DIRECTLY WITH THEM ON THE PERCENTAGE OF 14 

FUNDINGS FOR THOSE PROJECTS THAT WERE REQUIRED AND NEEDED. 15 

M.T.A. WAS MORE FOCUSED ON THE TIMING OF THE BALLOT DURING A 16 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION THAN ON THE CONTENT OF THE SALES TAX 17 

MEASURE. IT IS A FAILURE ON M.T.A.'S PART TO PUT TOGETHER A 18 

SALES TAX PLAN THAT MAKES SENSE FOR THE ENTIRE COUNTY. WHEN 19 

THE MEASURE IS DEFEATED IN NOVEMBER, IT'S IMPORTANT THAT THE 20 

M.T.A. GO BACK TO THE SUBREGIONS AND WORK OUT A FAIR DEAL THAT 21 

RESPECTS CURRENT AND FUTURE POPULATIONS, PROVIDES UNALTERABLE 22 

FUNDING EQUITY, PROVIDES FLEXIBILITY IN PROJECT SELECTION, 23 

PROVIDES FEDERAL AND STATE FUNDING LEVERAGED FROM THE SALES 24 

TAX IN AN EQUITABLE ARRANGEMENT. AGAIN, WHAT YOU HAVE HERE IS 25 
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A SITUATION WHERE THERE IS NO POPULATION ESCALATION CLAUSE. SO 1 

WHILE THE NORTH COUNTY IS GOING TO DOUBLE IN POPULATION IN THE 2 

NEXT 10 TO 20 YEARS, THERE IS NO ESCALATION CLAUSE. AND THE 3 

SAME CAN BE SAID FOR THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY AS WELL AS THE 4 

CONTINUED POPULATION GROWTH IN THE MID CITIES AND THE SAN 5 

FERNANDO VALLEY. SO IT WOULD SEEM TO ME THE BEST INTEREST OF 6 

THE TAXPAYERS, IT WOULD BE TO HAVE THIS PROPOSAL VOTED DOWN IN 7 

NOVEMBER AND GO BACK TO THE DRAWING BOARD AND ENGAGE THE 8 

COMMUNITY AND THE SUBREGIONS IN DEVELOPING A FAIR PROPOSAL 9 

THAT WILL MEET THE TRANSIT NEEDS AND NOT FEED THE APPETITES OF 10 

THOSE WHO ARE ATTEMPTING TO CREATE SOME PORK BARREL PROJECTS 11 

THAT ARE VERY EXPENSIVE AND WILL TAKE TIME TO BUILD. THERE WAS 12 

AN INTERESTING PROPOSAL TO DEVELOP A CONNECTER ON THE 405 13 

ABOUT A LARGE AMOUNT OF MONEY. THIS IDEA, THIS CONCEPT WAS 14 

NEVER EVEN DISCUSSED, JUST CAME OUT OF THE BLUE. AND VERY 15 

LIKELY THAT MONEY IS GOING TO BE TRANSFERRED OVER TO THE 16 

SUBWAY TO THE SEA. AND AGAIN IT'S THE DOLLARS, THE SAN 17 

FERNANDO VALLEY ONCE AGAIN THAT'S GOING TO BE LEFT WITH THE 18 

TRANSIT PROGRAMS THAT THEY NEED ALONG WITH THE OTHER PARTS OF 19 

THE COUNTY, NORTH COUNTY ESPECIALLY. WE'RE NOT TALKING ABOUT 20 

ENHANCING PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION FOR SANTA CLARITA OR THE 21 

ANTELOPE VALLEY, AND THAT IS NECESSARY IF WE'RE GOING TO 22 

ALLEVIATE THE CONGESTION ON THE 5 AND THE 14 ALONG WITH THE 23 

CONGESTION THAT WE HAVE ON THE 10, THE 5 CONGESTION THAT WE 24 

HAVE ON THE 60, THE 605. AND AGAIN WE NEED TO HAVE A 25 
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COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAM. SO I'M GOING TO VOTE AGAINST PLACING 1 

THIS ON THE NOVEMBER BALLOT. AND IF IT IS PLACED ON THE 2 

NOVEMBER BALLOT, I URGE A NO VOTE SO THAT WE CAN GO BACK AND 3 

GET A REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN THAT EVERYBODY IS PAYING 4 

INTO TO MEET THEIR LOCAL NEEDS.  5 

 6 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: WE WILL NOW HAVE THE PUBLIC COMMENT. SUN 7 

YOUNG YANG, ESPERANZA MARTINEZ, DAMIEN GOODMAN, AND ARNOLD 8 

SACHS, PLEASE COME FORWARD.  9 

 10 

SUP. KNABE: MADAME CHAIR, COULD I ASK COUNTY COUNSEL A 11 

QUESTION AT THIS PARTICULAR POINT? YEAH, AND THE REGISTRAR. IF 12 

THE REGISTRAR COULD JOIN US, AS WELL?  13 

 14 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: AS SOON AS WE TAKE THE PUBLIC COMMENT.  15 

 16 

SUP. KNABE: PARDON ME?  17 

 18 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: AS SOON AS WE TAKE PUBLIC COMMENT, WE'LL 19 

ASK THE REGISTRAR.  20 

 21 

SUP. KNABE: ALL RIGHT. THEN I'LL WAIT TO ASK MY QUESTION. 22 

DEAN, JUST WAIT AND THEN I'LL ASK THE REGISTRAR AS WELL AS 23 

COUNTY COUNSEL I HAVE VERY SPECIFIC QUESTION.  24 

 25 
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SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: STATE YOUR NAME.  1 

 2 

ESPERANZA MARTINEZ: MY NAME IS ESPERANZA MARTINEZ, AND I AM 3 

WITH THE BUS RIDERS' UNION. WE'RE HERE TODAY TO ASK THAT THE 4 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REJECT THE M.T.A.'S PROPOSAL TO PLACE THE 5 

HALF CENT SALES TAX ON THE NOVEMBER BALLOT. LET US BE VERY 6 

CLEAR: WE WILL NOT TAX OUR WAY OUT OF TRAFFIC. WE WILL NOT TAX 7 

OUR WAY OUT OF GLOBAL WARMING. WE WILL NOT TAX OUR WAY OUT OF 8 

A BUDGET CRISIS WITHOUT HARMING THE MOST VULNERABLE 9 

COMMUNITIES. BUT IT IS POSSIBLE TO TAX THE BACKBONE OF OUR 10 

TRANSIT SYSTEM INTO THE GROUND. SO I'M ASKING YOU ALL TO LOOK 11 

CLEARLY AT WHAT THE CURRENT PROPOSALS OF TAXATION ARE. 12 

M.T.A.'S HALF CENT SALES TAX IN L.A. COUNTY TO FUND PET 13 

PROJECTS THAT WILL RESULT IN THE STARVING OF THE BUS SYSTEM. 14 

THE CITY MOVING TOWARDS FULL FUNDING RECOVERY AND FORCING 15 

RESIDENTS TO PAY TRASH HIKES, PARKING HIKES FOR AN OVERALL 16 

SERVICE REDUCTION AND TODAY THE GOVERNOR IS CALLING FOR AN 17 

IMMEDIATE ONE CENT SALES TAX INCREASE FOR THE NEXT FIVE YEARS. 18 

SO WE'LL BE TALKING ABOUT 9.75 PERCENT TAXATION. BUDGET 19 

DEFICITS DON'T FALL FROM THE SKY. THEY ARE A RESULT OF 20 

DELIBERATE CHOICES BEING MADE TO FUND THE WAR, TO FUND THE 21 

PRISON POLICE STATE AS WELL AS FUNDING A RAIL AND HIGHWAY 22 

BOONDOGGLE PROJECT. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, THERE IS NO WAY YOU 23 

CAN MOVE FORWARD ON A PLAN TO TAX COUNTY RESIDENTS AS 24 

LEGISLATURES ARE DISCUSSING THE MANY INGREDIENTS THAT WILL GO 25 
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INTO THIS BOONDOGGLE PIE. ALTERATIONS ARE STILL BEING MADE TO 1 

THE EXPENDITURE PLAN. WHAT IS NEEDED IS AN OVERALL SHIFT IN 2 

THE M.T.A.'S SPENDING PRIORITIES TOWARDS A NEW VISION FOR 3 

URBAN TRANSPORTATION, ONE THAT SUPPORTS THE MOBILITY OF THE 4 

TRANSIT-DEPENDENT WHILE ENCOURAGING SINGLE PASSENGER AUTO 5 

DRIVERS OUT OF THEIR CARS IN ORDER TO REDUCE GREENHOUSE GAS 6 

EMISSIONS. NOT ONE THAT MAKES WAY FOR GENTRIFICATION BY 7 

FATTENING THE POCKETS OF DEVELOPERS AND CONTRACTORS. THANK 8 

YOU.  9 

 10 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: SUN YOUNG YANG?  11 

 12 

SUN YOUNG YANG: HELLO. GOOD MORNING, COUNTY BOARD OF 13 

SUPERVISORS. MY NAME IS SUN YOUNG YANG, WITH THE BUS RIDERS' 14 

UNION. AND I'M HERE TODAY TO URGE YOU TO REJECT THE M.T.A.'S 15 

M.T.A.'S HALF CENT SALES TAX MEASURE. WHAT M.T.A. NEEDS IS NOT 16 

ANOTHER SALES TAX BUT CUTTING OF ALL COSTLY RAIL AND HIGHWAY 17 

PROJECTS. THIS SALES TAX WOULD ONLY AGGRAVATE RACIAL 18 

DISCRIMINATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION, AS IT PROMISES 19 

EVERY COMPETING ELECTORAL INTEREST IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY A 20 

MULTI-BILLION DOLLAR RAIL AND HIGHWAY PROJECT. THAT AMOUNT WAY 21 

ABOVE WHAT THIS TAX GENERATES. THIS TAX IS SCHEDULED TO 22 

GENERATE 40 BILLION FOR THE NEXT 30 YEARS. AND THE PROJECTS 23 

OUTLINED COST ABOUT $60 BILLION. AND REALISTICALLY SPEAKING, 24 

AS WE KNOW, THE HISTORY OF M.T.A. AND CONSTRUCTION AND COST 25 
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OVERRUNS IN GENERAL, WE KNOW THAT THAT AMOUNT IS WAY 1 

UNDERESTIMATED AND IS MORE CLOSE TO $80 BILLION. SO WHERE ARE 2 

YOU GOING TO GENERATE ANOTHER $40 BILLION WHILE YOU'RE 3 

PROMISING VARIOUS COMPETING INTERESTS, ALL THE PROJECTS THAT 4 

THEY WANT? AT THE END OF THE DAY, WE KNOW THIS IS A FORMULA 5 

FOR FISCAL MISMANAGEMENT AND REPETITION OF THE EARLY '90S 6 

HISTORY, WHERE THE RAIDING OF BUSSES WAS THE GENERAL PRACTICE 7 

OF M.T.A., AND I KNOW ALL OF YOU WERE THERE AT THE TIME. AND 8 

AT THE END OF THE DAY, BLACK LATINO A.P.I, WORKING CLASS 9 

PEOPLE, THE POOREST OF THE POOR, TRANSIT-DEPENDENT POPULATION 10 

OF L.A. COUNTY WILL BE THE ONES FOOTING THE BILL WITH PUNITIVE 11 

FARE INCREASES AND SERVICE CUTS. WE HAVE NO ILLUSIONS AS BUS 12 

RIDERS WHAT THE SALES TAX WILL GENERATE. EVEN THE SMALL AMOUNT 13 

SET ASIDE FOR BUS OPERATION IS COMPLETELY RAIDABLE WHEN RAIL 14 

PROJECTS RUN OUT OF MONEY, WHICH IS AN INEVITABLE FORMULA 15 

THAT'S WRITTEN BOTH INTO THE BILL AND TO THE HALF CENT SALES 16 

TAX. WHILE VERBAL PROMISES FOR 150 BUSES IN THE NEXT 25 YEARS 17 

DOESN'T COME CLOSE TO ACHIEVING A FIRST CLASS BUS TRANSIT 18 

SYSTEM. THIS PARALLELS THE WRITTEN LEGISLATIVELY MANDATED 20 19 

PERCENT FUNDING FOR HIGHWAY EXPANSION WHICH WE KNOW WILL ONLY 20 

EXACERBATE THE CARBON FOOTPRINT OF THIS REGION. THE FACT IS, 21 

TRYING TO RELIEVE CONGESTION BY BUILDING MORE FREEWAYS IS LIKE 22 

TRYING TO FIX OBESITY BY LOOSENING YOUR BELT. WE KNOW IT'S A 23 

FAILED FORMULA. WHY ARE WE TRYING TO INVEST ANOTHER 20 PERCENT 24 

OF THE $40 BILLION INTO BUILDING MORE FREEWAYS? AND THE OTHER 25 
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THING, IS AFTER OVER 15 YEARS OF INVESTING OVER $10 BILLION TO 1 

THE LITTLE RAIL EXPANSION THAT WE HAVE TODAY, IT HASN'T -- 2 

NONE OF THOSE PROJECTS HAS FULFILLED THE PROMISE OF DECREASING 3 

CONGESTION OR REDUCING GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS AND TOXIC 4 

EMISSIONS THAT AFFECT THE PUBLIC HEALTH OF L.A. COUNTY 5 

RESIDENTS. SO WE KNOW IT'S A FAILED PROJECT. WE NEED A NEW 6 

VISION. AND THAT VISION STARTS FOR BUS CENTER TRANSPORTATION 7 

SYSTEM. THANK YOU.  8 

 9 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: THANK YOU. DAMIEN GOODMAN FOLLOWED BY 10 

ARNOLD SACHS.  11 

 12 

DAMIEN: DAMIEN GOODMAN THE 18 SOUTH OF THE LAKE COMMUNITY 13 

GROUPS THAT IS THE FIX EXPO CAMPAIGN. AND MUCH DISCUSSION WILL 14 

BE ABOUT THE FUTURE, BUT LET'S TALK ABOUT THE PAST. IN 1998, 15 

LED BY THEIR POLITICIAN ZEV YAROSLAVSKY, THE WEST SIDE 16 

SPEARHEADED THE DEATH OF THE RED LINE SUBWAY EXTENSION TO THE 17 

SEA, AND IN THE PROCESS, TOOK AWAY EAST L.A.'S SUBWAY, FORCING 18 

THEM TO ACCEPT THE PRIMARILY STREET-LEVEL LIGHT RAIL LINE AND 19 

ALL THE SAFETY HAZARDS AND ADVERSE IMPACTS ASSOCIATED WITH IT. 20 

AFTER THE '98 SUBWAY BAN, DISCUSSION OF AN ELEVATED WILSHIRE 21 

LINE ENDED ALMOST IMMEDIATELY DUE TO THE WILSHIRE CORRIDOR'S 22 

COMMUNITY OPPOSITION TO THE ESTHETIC AND THE NOISE IMPACTS. 23 

THUS, AS A REPLACEMENT, THE EXPO LINE TO RUN AT GRADE THROUGH 24 

THE SOUTH OF LAKE COMMUNITIES AT 35 MILES PER HOUR PAST FOSHAY 25 
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LEARNING CENTER AND 55 MILES PER HOUR PAST DORSEY WAS ERECTED. 1 

IN JANUARY OF 2008, JUST THIS YEAR, AFTER DECADES OF REQUEST 2 

THE SOUTH LAKE COMMUNITY CONCERNS AT DORSEY HIGH SCHOOL WERE 3 

HEARD AND COUNCIL MEMBER HERB WESSON INTRODUCED A MOTION TO 4 

THE EXPO LINE BOARD, THAT ZEV YAROSLAVSKY AND SUPERVISOR BURKE 5 

BOTH SIT UPON, THAT WOULD HAVE REMOVED THE AT GRADE P.U.C. 6 

APPLICATION AT FARMDALE AND REPLACED IT WITH A GRADE SEPARATED 7 

OPTION, EITHER A STREET CLOSURE OR PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE, A TRAIN 8 

OVERCROSSING OR A TRAIN UNDERCROSSING. AFTER A CLOSED DOOR 9 

SESSION, THAT MEASURE WAS DEFERRED UNTIL THE NEXT MONTH. AND 10 

THE ONLY THING THAT HAPPENED BETWEEN THAT MEETING AND THE NEXT 11 

WAS ANOTHER COLLECTION OF WEST SIDE INTEREST GROUPS COMING 12 

TOGETHER TO DISCUSS THEIR REAL PRIORITIES, THE SUBWAY TO THE 13 

SEA AND EXPO. IN THE JANUARY 14TH CITY BEAT L.A. ARTICLE WHERE 14 

THEIR STAR SPEAKER AT THIS MEETING WAS ZEV YAROSLAVSKY, HE 15 

SAID, QUOTE, REFERENCING THE FARMDALE INTERSECTION, "THERE'S A 16 

CONTROVERSY THAT HAS ERUPTED ON ONE INTERSECTION ON THE LINE 17 

THAT THREATENS THE WHOLE LINE." HOW HE'S NEVER EXPLAINED. HE 18 

THEN WENT ON AND TO TELL THIS WEST SIDE COALITION, THAT IF 19 

THIS COALITION HAS ANY VALUE, ITS PRINCIPLE IS TO GIVE THE 20 

ELECTED OFFICIALS, WHO ARE THE ULTIMATE DECISION MAKERS IN 21 

THIS, THE COVER THE, BACKBONE, THE SAFETY NET. THUS YOUR AT 22 

GRADE APPLICATION GOES BEFORE THE P.U.C. NEXT WEEK. IT WAS NO 23 

SURPRISE THAT AFTER THIS MEETING AT THE NEXT BOARD MEETING 24 

WHERE THAT DECISION TO GRADE SEPARATE FARMDALE WAS DEFERRED 25 
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AND ELIMINATED THAT THESE PEOPLE, WHO PROBABLY NEVER HAD 1 

TRAVELED EAST OF LOS CIENEGA WITH THEIR CAR WINDOWS DOWN, CAME 2 

AND SPOKE IN OPPOSITION TO ANY CHANGE AT THE FARMDALE 3 

APPLICATION, AT THE FARMDALE CROSSING BECAUSE IT WOULD HAVE 4 

DELAYED THE OPENING OF A LINE, DELAYED THE OPENING OF A 100-5 

YEAR PROJECT BY A MATTER OF MONTHS. SO NOW, AFTER WEST SIDE 6 

POLITICIANS AND MISTAKES HAVE FORCED EAST L.A. TO ACCEPT THE 7 

STREET LEVEL LINE, IT'S FORCED SOUTH L.A. TO ACCEPT THE STREET 8 

LEVEL LINE 15 FEET FROM DORSEY HIGH SCHOOL, WHERE 700 KIDS 9 

WALK ACROSS IN THE SPAN OF 15 MINUTES, YOUR COMMUNITY, THE 10 

WEST SIDE COMMUNITIES OF MIRACLE MILE, HANCOCK PARK, BEVERLY 11 

HILLS, AND CENTURY CITY, ARE DEMANDING A SUBWAY. SOME PEOPLE 12 

CALL THAT ENVIRONMENTAL INJUSTICE, ENVIRONMENTAL RACISM, 13 

INSTITUTIONAL DISCRIMINATION. I'M GOING TO BE VOTING NO AND 14 

I'M ENCOURAGING ANYONE WHO DARES TELL ME THAT WE NEED TO 15 

ACCEPT AN AT GRADE CROSSING AT FARMDALE AND AT WESTERN, WHERE 16 

FOSHAY IS, TO PAY FOR A SUBWAY TO THE SEA TO VOTE NO, AS WELL. 17 

THANK YOU.  18 

 19 

ARNOLD SACHS: GOOD MORNING, COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, 20 

ARNOLD SACHS. IT SEEMS TO ME THAT YOU'RE LOOKING TO GET THIS 21 

HALF CENT SALES TAX ON THE BALLOT. THIS IS THE THIRD LONG-22 

RANGE PLAN THAT YOU'RE DISCUSSING, THE LONG-RANGE PLAN OF 23 

1980, THE LONG-RANGE PLAN OF 2001. THANK GOD IT WAS AROUND SO 24 

THAT YOU COULD AMEND IT TO INCLUDE THE FUNDING FOR THE H.O.T. 25 
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LANES. AND NOW THE 2008 PLAN. THE SERIOUS PROBLEM HERE IS THAT 1 

NOT ONE PROJECT THAT HAS BEEN STARTED UNDER YOUR TENURE AS 2 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HAS GONE TO COMPLETION. THE BLUE 3 

LINE, NOT COMPLETED. THE RED LINE, NOT COMPLETED. THE ORANGE 4 

LINE, NOT COMPLETED. THE GOLD LINE, NOT COMPLETED. CAR POOL 5 

LANES, NOT COMPLETED. THE ONLY THING THAT WAS COMPLETED 6 

ACCORDING TO THIS LIST THAT ARE ACCOMPLISHMENTS IN THE LAST 7 

SEVEN YEARS SINCE THE 2001 PLAN WAS THE EASY TRANSIT PASS 8 

PROGRAM THAT WAS STARTED IN 2002. WHOOP DEEDOO. BIG DEAL. HOW 9 

MUCH FUNDING DID THAT TAKE? THE METRO GOLD LINE OPENED IN 2003 10 

FROM THE 1980 PLAN. THE BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION OF THE GOLD 11 

LINE EAST SIDE EXTENSION FROM THE 1980 PLAN. THE BEGINNING 12 

CONSTRUCTION OF THE EXPO LIGHT RAIL LINE IN 2006 FROM THE 1980 13 

PLAN. INSTEAD OF LOOKING AT A LONG-RANGE PLAN FOR 2008 OR 14 

2009, HOW ABOUT FINISHING UP THE LONG-RANGE PLAN FOR 2001? WE 15 

HEARD FROM SUPERVISOR ANTONOVICH THAT THE FUNDING FOR THE 16 

PROGRAMS OR THE PROGRAMS WERE MADE UP FROM THE TOP M.T.A. TOP 17 

WORKING THEIR WAY DOWN. WHAT IS THE M.T.A. TOP? THAT WOULD BE 18 

THE BOARD OF -- I'M ASSUMING THAT WOULD BE THE COUNTY BOARD 19 

THAT MEETS AT M.T.A. AND DON'T THE FIVE OF YOU SIT ON THAT 20 

BOARD? SO HOW MUCH ABOVE THE FIVE OF YOU COULD THE CALL FOR 21 

PROJECTS BE? WHERE IS THAT? IS THAT YOUR HANDLERS THAT KEEP 22 

YOU IN OFFICE ALL THE TIME? ARE THOSE THE PEOPLE THAT ARE 23 

REALLY RUNNING THE COUNTY? THE CALL FOR PROJECTS, RUNNING DOWN 24 

THE RED LINE. WHEN THE MAYOR OPENED UP HIS LAST MEETING, HE 25 
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CALLED FOR $4 BILLION TO COMPLETE THE SUBWAY TO THE SEA. THE 1 

L.A. TIMES ENDS UP WRITING A STORY ABOUT HOW THE $4 BILLION 2 

WILL GET YOU TO WESTWOOD. WHERE DOES THAT INFORMATION COME 3 

FROM? THERE IS NO CONTINUATION HERE. IT'S ANALYSIS BY 4 

PARALYSIS. IT'S DIVIDE AND CONQUER. WE HEARD AT THE MEETING 5 

ABOUT POPULATIONS. WELL THE POPULATIONS MOVE. SUPERVISOR 6 

YAROSLAVSKY MENTIONED THAT THE CITIES GROW BY THIS COMMUTE. 7 

AND THAT WOULD BE THE CASE IN THE CITY OF INDUSTRY WOULD BE 8 

THE LARGEST BY PERCENTAGE INCREASE IN POPULATION. THERE'S ONLY 9 

LIKE 100 PEOPLE THAT LIVE THERE. THEN THE POPULATION TURNS 10 

INTO LIKE 1,000. SO SHOULD THEY GET A SUBWAY? SHOULD THEY GET 11 

A RAPID BUS LINE? SHOULD THEY GET CAR POOL LANES? SHOULD THEY 12 

GET A HOT LANE? SHOULD THEY GET ALL THIS STUFF BASED ON A 13 

PERCENTAGE? IF SOME PROJECT WAS COMPLETED IN THIS THIS COUNTY 14 

FROM START TO FINISH, IT WOULD BE THE SECOND MIRACLE. THANK 15 

YOU FOR YOUR TIME, YOUR ANSWERS AND YOUR ATTENTION.  16 

 17 

SUP. KNABE: MADAME CHAIR?  18 

 19 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: SUPERVISOR KNABE?  20 

 21 

SUP. KNABE: I'D LIKE TO ASK COUNTY COUNSEL A QUESTION AND ASK 22 

OUR REGISTRAR RECORDER DEAN LOGAN TO COME FORWARD, AS WELL. I 23 

WAS UNABLE TO ATTEND THE M.T.A. MEETING DUE TO A VERY 24 

CELEBRATORY DEAL, THE BIRTH OF MY FIRST GRANDSON. AND I WAS 25 
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NOT ABLE TO ARTICULATE MY OPPOSITION TO THE SALES TAX, PRETTY 1 

MUCH WHAT SOME OF THE OTHER SUPERVISORS' OPPOSITION IS. BUT I 2 

ALSO THINK IT'S THE WRONG TIME WITH THE STATE OF THE ECONOMY 3 

TO BE ASKING OUR POPULACE TO ADD ON ADDITIONAL SALES TAX. AND 4 

NOW THIS MORNING THE GOVERNOR'S TALKING ABOUT ADDITIONAL SALES 5 

TAX. AND NOT ONLY THE IMPACT ON OUR CONSTITUENTS BUT THE 6 

IMPACT ON BUSINESS AND JUST DRIVING BUSINESSES OUT OF 7 

CALIFORNIA. A CONCERN IS THIS, ONE IS I'D LIKE TO KNOW FROM A 8 

LEGAL STANDPOINT AND THEN I WILL ASK THE REGISTRAR RECORDER 9 

ABOUT COSTS. BUT IT'S MY UNDERSTANDING, THAT A NO VOTE HERE 10 

TODAY, SAY IT DOES NOT PASS, TO PUT IT ON THE BALLOT. IT IS 11 

REALLY JUST A SYMBOLIC VOTE, BECAUSE THERE IS ABSOLUTELY NO 12 

WAY LEGALLY WE CAN PREVENT THIS ITEM BECAUSE IT WAS REQUESTED 13 

BY THE M.T.A. BOARD ON A 9-VOTE MAJORITY TO GO ON THE BALLOT. 14 

AND WHAT WOULD HAPPEN WOULD BE THAT IT WOULD NOT BE 15 

CONSOLIDATED WITH OUR REGULAR PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION BUT WOULD 16 

FORCE THE REGISTRAR RECORDER TO HAVE A DIFFERENT BALLOT, A 17 

DIFFERENT VOTERS' GUIDE AND EVERYTHING ELSE, WHICH WOULD BE 18 

VERY, VERY EXPENSIVE AND OF COURSE ULTIMATELY THAT PERSON 19 

PAYING FOR THAT IS OUR TAXPAYER. AND SO, ONE, IS THAT TRUE? 20 

THAT WE CANNOT -- A NO VOTE HERE IS SYMBOLIC. IT DOES NOT 21 

PREVENT IT FROM GOING ON THE BALLOT? SPEAKER: MADAME CHAIR, 22 

AND SUPERVISOR KNABE, CONGRATULATIONS ON YOU GRANDSON. YES, 23 

THAT IS ABSOLUTELY THE WAY STATE LAW OPERATES. THE 24 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY CALLED THE ELECTION 25 
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PURSUANT TO STATE LAW FOR THE NOVEMBER GENERAL ELECTION DATE. 1 

WHEN THAT OCCURS, OTHER PROVISIONS OF THE ELECTIONS CODE 2 

REQUIRE THAT THAT ELECTION BE CONSOLIDATED WITH THE COUNTY'S 3 

ELECTIONS FOR THE STATEWIDE FOR THAT DATE. AND THE BOARD DOES 4 

HAVE LIMITED DISCRETION TO REFUSE TO CONSOLIDATE. AND THAT IS 5 

WHERE IF THE BOARD FINDS THAT THE BALANCE STYLE VOTING 6 

EQUIPMENT OR COMPUTER CAPACITY IS SUCH THAT THE ADDITIONAL 7 

ELECTION CANNOT BE HANDLED, THAT IS THE ONLY BASIS UPON WHICH 8 

THE BOARD CAN DENY A REQUEST FOR CONSOLIDATION, OTHERWISE THE 9 

MEASURE WILL ULTIMATELY -- WOULD ULTIMATELY BE CONSOLIDATED 10 

WITH THE GENERAL ELECTION. SO THEN FAST FORWARD, MR. LOGAN. 11 

THE COST TO THE TAXPAYERS OF ALLOWING THIS VOTE TO GO FORWARD 12 

AS A CONSOLIDATED MEASURE AND LETTING THE TAXPAYERS, I MEAN 13 

THE VOTERS DECIDE OR IS THE COST OF HAVING A SEPARATE BALLOT, 14 

SEPARATE SAMPLE BALLOT, SEPARATE, ALL ELECTION MATERIALS AND 15 

EVERYTHING ELSE.  16 

 17 

DEAN LOGAN: SUPERVISOR, OUR ESTIMATE OF THE COST TO THE M.T.A. 18 

FOR THE CONSOLIDATED ELECTION, IF IT IS CONSOLIDATED ONTO THE 19 

NOVEMBER 4TH COUNTY ELECTION WOULD BE APPROXIMATELY 7.2 20 

MILLION. THE IMPACT OF RUNNING IT AS A SEPARATE CONCURRENT 21 

ELECTION WOULD RAISE THOSE COSTS FOR THE M.T.A. I DON'T HAVE 22 

AN EXACT ESTIMATE ON THAT BALLPARK. AND THIS IS A VERY, VERY 23 

ROUGH BALLPARK AT THIS POINT, I WOULD SAY IS SOMEWHERE IN THE 24 

RANGE OF 9 TO $10 MILLION TO DO THAT SEPARATELY AS YOU 25 
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ARTICULATED. IT'S PRINTING SEPARATE BALLOTS. IT'S DOING A 1 

SEPARATE MAILING TO VOTE BY MAIL VOTERS. IT'S DOING A SEPARATE 2 

MAILING AND PRINTING OF THE SAMPLE BALLOT FOR THAT MEASURE, AS 3 

WELL. THE ADDITIONAL IMPACT OF THAT IS THE COST TO L.A. COUNTY 4 

AND TO THE OTHER DISTRICTS THAT HAVE MEASURES ON THE GENERAL 5 

ELECTION BALLOT ON THE CONSOLIDATED BALLOT WOULD ALSO BE 6 

IMPACTED BY THAT BECAUSE THEIR PRORATED SHARE WOULD BE 7 

IMPACTED BY NOT HAVING THE M.T.A. ON THE CONSOLIDATED BALLOT.  8 

 9 

SUP. KNABE: SO THERE WOULD BE ADDITIONAL COSTS IN ADDITION TO 10 

IF M.T.A. VOTE BECAUSE OF NOT BEING ABLE TO PRORATE THAT.  11 

 12 

DEAN LOGAN: CORRECT.  13 

 14 

SUP. KNABE: I JUST DO NOT SUPPORT THE MEASURE. I WOULD HAVE 15 

VOTED NO AT THE M.T.A. HAD I BEEN THERE. IT STILL WOULD HAVE 16 

PASSED TO GO FORWARD. BUT ALSO, AS I FEEL SO STRONGLY IT IS 17 

THE WRONG TIME TO ASK THE VOTERS TO TAX THEMSELVES AGAIN AT 18 

THIS PARTICULAR POINT, I THINK IT'S WRONG FOR US TO ALSO ASK 19 

THE TAXPAYERS TO PICK UP ADDITIONAL COSTS ON WHAT WOULD BE A 20 

VERY SYMBOLIC VOTE. I AM NOT GOING TO SUPPORT THE SALES TAX 21 

MEASURE. ON OR OFF THE BALLOT. I THINK IT'S THE WRONG TIME. I 22 

THINK THERE'S AN ISSUE OF EQUITY. BUT I ALSO DON'T THINK THAT 23 

WE SHOULD ASK THE TAXPAYERS OF THIS COUNTY TO PICK UP SEVERAL 24 

MILLION MORE DOLLARS IN COSTS BECAUSE OF A SYMBOLIC VOTE OF 25 
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NO. THERE'S OTHER WAYS FOR US TO OPPOSE THIS, THOSE OF US THAT 1 

DO OPPOSE THE SALES TAX MEASURE. BUT I DON'T THINK THAT THE 2 

BALLOT, AND NOT ALLOWING THE TAXPAYERS THEMSELVES. NOT TO PICK 3 

UP THE ADDITIONAL COSTS BUT TO LET THE VOTERS DECIDE WHETHER 4 

OR NOT THIS IS A GOOD OR BAD IDEA THAT WE SHOULD ASK THE 5 

TAXPAYERS TO PICK UP AN ADDITIONAL 3, 4, $5 MILLION. SO THAT 6 

WAS MY QUESTION AND MY CONCERN.  7 

 8 

SUP. ANTONOVICH: I WOULD JUST SAY THAT THE M.T.A., IF BOARD 9 

DID NOT SUPPORT PLACING THIS ON THE BALLOT WOULD HAVE THAT 10 

OPPORTUNITY TO ALSO SEE WHAT WAS IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE 11 

TAXPAYERS AND THEN GO BACK AND REDRAW A PROPOSAL THAT HAS AN 12 

OPPORTUNITY OF BEING ENACTED AND BEING PASSED AND THEY WOULD 13 

BE DOING THE TAXPAYERS A GREAT DEAL OF PROVIDING SOME 14 

LEADERSHIP AND DIRECTION AND CONSIDERING THE IMPACT THAT THIS 15 

WOULD HAVE ON THEIR COMMUNITIES. IT'S LIKE IN A TOTALITARIAN 16 

COUNTRY WHERE THEY SAY, "WELL, I WAS JUST FOLLOWING ORDERS." 17 

WELL, SOMEBODY HAS TO STAND UP AND SAY, "THIS IS NONSENSE." 18 

AND PERHAPS THIS REJECTION TODAY WOULD ALLOW THE M.T.A. TO RE-19 

EVALUATE WHAT THEY ARE ASKING TO BE PLACED ON THE BALLOT AND 20 

PLACE ONE THAT HAS AN OPPORTUNITY OF BEING SUCCESSFUL INSTEAD 21 

OF WASTING MILLIONS OF DOLLARS AND NOT ACHIEVING THE TWO-22 

THIRDS VOTE BY BASICALLY WRITING OFF A 90 PERCENT OF THE 23 

COUNTY'S TRANSIT NEEDS.  24 

 25 
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SUP. KNABE: TOTALLY AGREE, MIKE. BUT YOU DIDN'T LISTEN TO WHAT 1 

THE ATTORNEY SAID. WE HAVE NO ABILITY, NO RIGHT TO DO THAT. 2 

WE'RE GOING TO ASK THE TAXPAYERS TO PICK UP AN ADDITIONAL 3 TO 3 

$5 MILLION IN COSTS.  4 

 5 

SUP. ANTONOVICH: OUR ATTORNEYS ARE GIVING YOU A SUGGESTION. 6 

BUT AS YOU AND I BOTH KNOW THEY HAVE NOT BEEN 100 PERCENT 7 

ACCURATE ON A NUMBER OF CASES. AND THE COURTS WILL MAKE THAT 8 

DETERMINATION. AND I WOULD RATHER HAVE A TRANSIT PROPOSAL WITH 9 

THE M.T.A. GOING BACK TO THE DRAWING BOARD AND GETTING ONE 10 

THAT HAS AN OPPORTUNITY THAT WE CAN ALL SUPPORT AND GETTING 11 

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION THAT THIS COUNTY NEEDS INSTEAD OF 12 

GIVING THEM A MAKE BELIEVE PROCESS THAT THEY BELIEVE IS GOING 13 

TO SOLVE A SERIOUS PROBLEM AND IT'S NOT.  14 

 15 

SUP. KNABE: WHAT DO THE COURTS MEAN? DOES SOMEBODY HAVE TO SUE 16 

TO GET IT ON THE BALLOT? WHAT'S HE TALKING ABOUT, THAT THE 17 

COURTS WOULD DECIDE? YOU'RE TELLING ME THAT WE JUST DON'T HAVE 18 

-- THIS IS A SYMBOLIC NO VOTE. WHAT IS HE REFERRING TO BY 19 

GOING TO COURT?  20 

 21 

RAY FORTNER, COUNSEL: THE BOARD'S DETERMINATION NOT TO 22 

CONSOLIDATE THE ELECTION WOULD, BY STATUTE, THE STATUTE SEEMS 23 

TO AFFIRMATIVELY SAY THE ELECTION SHALL BE CONSOLIDATED. THE 24 

PRACTICE HAS ALWAYS BEEN FOR THE REQUEST TO COME TO THE BOARD 25 
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AND BE APPROVED HERE OR DENIED, WHICH I DON'T BELIEVE, IN MY 1 

MEMORY, HAS OCCURRED. WITH THAT, AND IF THE REGISTRAR DID NOT 2 

PROCEED TO ACT IN AN ADMINISTERIAL FASHION TO CONSOLIDATE, 3 

THEN THEY WOULD HAVE TO TAKE IT TO COURT, AND AT THAT POINT, 4 

THE THE COURT WOULD DECIDE WHETHER OR NOT THERE WAS A BASIS 5 

FOR THE BOARD TO REFUSE TO ORDER THE CONSOLIDATION.  6 

 7 

SUP. ANTONOVICH: OR THEY COULD DECIDE--  8 

 9 

RAY FORTNER, COUNSEL: BUT THE ELECTION ITSELF WOULD PROCEED. 10 

IT WOULD JUST BE CONCURRENT RATHER THAN CONSOLIDATED.  11 

 12 

SUP. KNABE: YEAH, I MEAN IN OTHER WORDS, THE ELECTION, I'M 13 

TRYING TO ADDRESS MR. ANTONOVICH'S ISSUE OF SAYING LET'S GO 14 

BACK TO THE DRAWING BOARD. I TOTALLY AGREE WITH THAT. BUT 15 

WHETHER THE COURT DECIDES IN OUR FAVOR OR AGAINST US, THE 16 

ELECTION IS GOING TO GO FORWARD, WHETHER IT'S CONSOLIDATED OR 17 

WHETHER IT'S INDEPENDENT. WE ARE NOT GOING, THERE IS NOTHING 18 

THERE TO STOP THE ELECTION BY STATUTE AND BY LAW. IS THAT 19 

CORRECT?  20 

 21 

RAY FORTNER, COUNSEL: THAT'S CORRECT.  22 

 23 

SUP. ANTONOVICH: THE L.A. CITY ALWAYS HAS BLOCK VOTING. THEY 24 

WILL NOT ALLOW THEIR VOTERS TO VOTE CONCSIENCE. IF THE L.A. 25 
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CITY WOULD SEE WHAT WAS IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE COUNTY AS 1 

A WHOLE, THEY WOULD HAVE THAT OPPORTUNITY TO GO BACK TO THE 2 

DRAWING BOARD AND AGAIN, HAVING A PROPOSAL THAT WOULD MEET 3 

EVERYBODY'S TRANSIT NEEDS AND WE COULD ALL SUPPORT, PERIOD.  4 

 5 

SUP. KNABE: I AGREE. BUT WHAT'S GOING TO HAPPEN? I MEAN, WE 6 

CAN'T STOP THE VOTE.  7 

 8 

SUP. ANTONOVICH: WE COULD HAVE M.T.A. RECONSIDER THEIR 9 

PROPOSAL.  10 

 11 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: ALL RIGHT. IT'S MOVED BY YAROSLAVSKY. 12 

SECONDED BY BURKE. PLEASE CALL THE ROLL.  13 

 14 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: SUPERVISOR MOLINA?  15 

 16 

SUP. MOLINA: I ABSTAIN.  17 

 18 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: SUPERVISOR YAROSLAVSKY?  19 

 20 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: YES.  21 

 22 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: SUPERVISOR KNABE?  23 

 24 

SUP. KNABE: NO.  25 
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 1 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: SUPERVISOR ANTONOVICH?  2 

 3 

SUP. ANTONOVICH: NO.  4 

 5 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: SUPERVISOR BURKE?  6 

 7 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: AYE. THE MEASURE DOES NOT PASS.  8 

 9 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: SO LET ME JUST, MADAME CHAIR, CAN I ASK A 10 

QUESTION NOW? HEY DEAN? WHERE DID DEAN GO? I WANT TO BE SURE 11 

THAT EVERYONE UNDERSTANDS, ESPECIALLY THE M.T.A., WHAT THEY 12 

NEED TO DO AT THIS POINT. SO AT THIS POINT, WHAT'S THE NEXT 13 

STEP FOR THE M.T.A., WHICH VOTED TO PLACE THIS ON THE BALLOT?  14 

 15 

DEAN LOGAN: WELL, MY UNDERSTANDING FROM COUNTY COUNSEL IS THE 16 

M.T.A. BOARD HAS ALREADY PLACED THE BALLOT.  17 

 18 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: CORRECT, PASSED A RESOLUTION.  19 

 20 

DEAN LOGAN: WITHOUT CONSOLIDATING IT, BECAUSE I'M STATUTORILY 21 

THE ELECTION OFFICIAL FOR THE M.T.A., MY UNDERSTANDING IS THAT 22 

I WILL HAVE TO PROCEED TO CONDUCT THAT AS A CONCURRENT 23 

ELECTION.  24 

 25 
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SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: OKAY. AND SO YOU WILL CHARGE THE M.T.A. 1 

WHATEVER THE ADDED COSTS ARE?  2 

 3 

DEAN LOGAN: THE FULL COST OF THAT CONCURRENT ELECTION, YES.  4 

 5 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: YOU ESTIMATE 9, $10 MILLION BUT IT WAS A 6 

VERY ROUGH ESTIMATE.  7 

 8 

DEAN LOGAN: CORRECT.  9 

 10 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: WHEN THE ELECTION IS CONDUCTED, ARE THERE 11 

TWO SEPARATE BALLOTS THAT ARE ACTUALLY -- THERE WILL BE ONE 12 

BALLOT FOR PRESIDENT, CONGRESS ALL THE OTHER PROPOSITIONS, AND 13 

THEN ANOTHER SEPARATE BALLOT FOR THE MEASURE.  14 

 15 

DEAN LOGAN: THAT'S CORRECT. THERE WILL BE THE CONSOLIDATED 16 

BALLOT WHICH IS THE TYPICAL BALLOT THAT L.A. COUNTY VOTERS ARE 17 

USED TO THAT THEY TAKE INTO THE BOOTH AND THEY HAVE THE 18 

MULTIPLE PAGES IN THE BOOTH. THEN SEPARATELY THEY WOULD BE 19 

GIVEN A BALLOT THAT HAS THE M.T.A. MEASURE ACTUALLY PRINTED ON 20 

THE BALLOT AND THEY WOULD HAVE TO FILL IN THEIR VOTE ON THAT 21 

BALLOT IN ADDITION TO THEIR REGULAR BALLOT, AND THOSE WOULD BE 22 

TABULATED SEPARATELY.  23 

 24 
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SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: AND WILL THEY BE THE SAME TECHNOLOGY BE USED 1 

FOR THE BALLOT, THE MEASURE R BALLOT, WHICH IS THE M.T.A. 2 

BALLOT?  3 

 4 

DEAN LOGAN: I CAN'T COMPLETELY ANSWER THAT AT THIS POINT 5 

BECAUSE I DON'T KNOW THAT OUR VOTING SYSTEM HAS THE ABILITY, 6 

THE TECHNOLOGY, NOT THE COUNTING TECHNOLOGY, BUT THE PRECINCT 7 

TECHNOLOGY. I DON'T KNOW THAT IT HAS THE ABILITY TO CHECK TWO 8 

DIFFERENT ELECTIONS. SO IT'S LIKELY THAT THE CONSOLIDATED 9 

ELECTION, THE PRESIDENTIAL CONGRESSIONAL AND ALL THAT, THOSE 10 

WOULD GO THROUGH THE PRECINCT BALLOT READERS TO CHECK FOR OVER 11 

VOTES AND BLANK BALLOTS. THE M.T.A. BALLOTS MAY HAVE TO JUST 12 

GO INTO A BALLOT BOX SEPARATELY BECAUSE I DON'T KNOW THAT THE 13 

EQUIPMENT HAS THE ABILITY TO -- I'D HAVE TO CHECK ON THAT.  14 

 15 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: IF THEY DON'T HAVE THE ABILITY, THEN HOW 16 

WOULD YOU CONDUCT THE MEASURE R ELECTION? THE M.T.A. ELECTION?  17 

 18 

DEAN LOGAN: WELL, WE WOULD CONDUCT IT AS A SEPARATE ELECTION, 19 

AS A PAPER BALLOT. THE VOTERS WOULD MARK THOSE BALLOTS.  20 

 21 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: WITH A PEN?  22 

 23 

DEAN LOGAN: YES. THEY WOULD MARK THEM WITH A PEN. THEY WOULD 24 

COME BACK AND BE COUNTED CENTRALLY AT OUR LOCATION IN NORWALK.  25 
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 1 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: WOULD THEY BE MANUALLY COUNTED?  2 

 3 

DEAN LOGAN: NO, THEY WOULD BE COUNTED THROUGH OUR VOTE 4 

TABULATION SYSTEM. I'M NOT SURE AT WHAT POINT THEY WOULD BE 5 

COUNTED BECAUSE WE'RE GOING TO HAVE A LOT OF BALLOTS TO COUNT 6 

ON NOVEMBER 4TH. THAT'S A LEVEL OF COMPLICATION THAT I NEED TO 7 

GO BACK AND TALK WITH MY STAFF ABOUT HOW WE WOULD DO THAT.  8 

 9 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: OBVIOUSLY, THIS COMPLICATES THE JOB OF THE 10 

POLL WORKERS AS WELL. THEY WILL HAVE TWO SETS OF DOCUMENTS TO 11 

--  12 

 13 

DEAN LOGAN: THE POLL WORKERS WOULD NEED TO ISSUE TWO BALLOTS 14 

TO EVERY VOTER. WE WOULD ALSO IN OUR OFFICE, WE WOULD NEED TO 15 

DO SEPARATE MAILINGS TO ALL OF OUR VOTE-BY-MAIL VOTERS. AND WE 16 

WOULD ALSO HAVE TO DO A SEPARATE SAMPLE BALLOT MAILING COUNTY 17 

WIDE.  18 

 19 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: SUPERVISOR KNABE.  20 

 21 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: I WASN'T DONE.  22 

 23 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: I'M SORRY.  24 

 25 
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SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: BUT I'M HAPPY TO YIELD.  1 

 2 

SUP. KNABE: THE THING THAT I WANTED TO FOLLOW-UP ON WAS THE 3 

QUESTION THAT DEAN JUST ANSWERED, AND THAT WAS THE FACT THAT 4 

HE IS ELECTIONS OFFICIAL FOR THE M.T.A. EARLIER IN, CASTING MY 5 

NO VOTE. YOU INDICATED THAT M.T.A. WOULD HAVE TO GO TO COURT 6 

AND LET THE COURT DECIDE. THAT  NOT THE CASE. THE CASE IS THAT 7 

IT'S GOING TO GO TO THE BALLOT ONE WAY OR THE OTHER. THERE IS 8 

NO JUDGE INVOLVED. THERE IS NO JURY INVOLVED. EXCUSE ME, I'M 9 

ASKING. WHAT THE REGISTRAR RECORDER INDICATED AND WHAT MR. 10 

ANTONOVICH INDICATED, TWO SEPARATE THINGS. SO NOW I'M ASKING 11 

COUNTY COUNSEL.  12 

 13 

DEAN LOGAN: MADAM CHAIR, MEMBERS OF THE BOARD, THE ELECTION 14 

WILL BE CONDUCTED BY THE REGISTRAR RECORDER AS THE ELECTIONS 15 

OFFICIAL FOR THE M.T.A. THE ONLY QUESTION IS WHETHER IT WILL 16 

BE CONSOLIDATED OR NOT ON THE BALLOT OR WILL IT BE A SEPARATE 17 

BALLOT.  18 

 19 

SUP. KNABE: SO THE M.T.A. WILL HAVE TO GO TO COURT TO 20 

CONSOLIDATE.  21 

 22 

DEAN LOGAN: IN AN EFFORT TO CONSOLIDATE, YES.  23 

 24 
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SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: MAY I JUST SAY. AND THE ISSUE IS WHETHER OR 1 

NOT WHAT WE HAVE IS ADMINISTERIAL ACT, ISN'T THAT IT? THAT 2 

THEY WOULD PROBABLY, THE COURT WOULD DETERMINE WHETHER OR NOT 3 

A WRIT OF MANDATE CAN ISSUE TO DIRECT US, BECAUSE IT'S A 4 

MINISTERIAL ACT RATHER THAN A DISCRETIONARY ACT.  5 

 6 

DEAN LOGAN: THAT'S CORRECT, MADAME CHAIR. THE ELECTION CODE 7 

DIRECTS THAT HE ELECTION SHALL BE CONSOLIDATED --  8 

 9 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: BUT THE COURT WILL DECIDE IF THE M.T.A. -- 10 

DON, IF THE M.T.A. CHOOSES TO ARGUE WITH US AND GO TO COURT. 11 

I'M TRYING TO UNDERSTAND WHAT YOU'VE SAID, BECAUSE I HAS BEEN 12 

A LITTLE BIT CONFUSING. BUT AS I UNDERSTAND IT, THAT IF THEY 13 

DO NOTHING, THERE WILL BE TWO SEPARATE AND CONCURRENT 14 

ELECTIONS HELD, WITH ALL THE CONFUSION AND COSTS ATTENDANT 15 

THERETO. IF THE M.T.A. DECIDES TO SUE AND SEEK A WRIT OF 16 

MANDATE TO FORCE THE CONSOLIDATION, THEN IT CAN BE 17 

CONSOLIDATED. EITHER WAY, THERE WILL BE AN ELECTION. SO NOW 18 

THE QUESTION IS WHETHER THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WANTS TO 19 

FORCE THE M.T.A. TO SPEND THE MONEY AND GO TO COURT, TAKE THE 20 

COURT'S TIME TO HAVE AN ELECTION THAT WILL COST LESS AND WILL 21 

OFFER LESS CONFUSION. AND BY THE ACTION WE'VE JUST TAKEN, WE 22 

ARE FORCING THAT TO HAPPEN. IF MIKE ANTONOVICH, WHO GOT HIS 23 

LAW DEGREE THE SAME PLACE I DID IS RIGHT AND THE COURT SIDES 24 

WITH US, THEN ALL WE'VE DONE IS ACCOMPLISHED A MORE EXPENSIVE 25 
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AND MORE CONFUSING ELECTION. I HONESTLY DON'T -- I THOUGHT YOU 1 

WERE RIGHT THE FIRST TIME. THIS IS NOT -- THE DEBATE HERE IS 2 

NOT ABOUT THE SUBSTANCE OF THE MATTER. THAT WAS THE DEBATE 3 

THAT HAPPENED AT THE BOARD OF THE M.T.A. LAST MONTH. AND IT'S 4 

THE DEBATE THAT WILL TAKE PLACE FOR THE NEXT THREE MONTHS ALL 5 

OVER THIS COUNTY. IF THIS IS A BAD PLAN, CAMPAIGN AGAINST IT. 6 

BUT THE DECISION OF THE M.T.A. TO PUT IT ON THE BALLOT HAS 7 

BEEN MADE. OUR ISSUE HERE IS ONLY WHETHER WE'RE GOING TO MAKE 8 

LIFE MORE COMPLICATED FOR THE VOTERS, FOR THE REGISTRAR, AND 9 

THEN IF WE END UP HAVING A MESS-UP AT SEVERAL OF OUR POLLING 10 

PLACES, I HOPE WE DON'T TURN ON MR. LOGAN AND SAY "WHOA".  11 

 12 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: SUPERVISOR KNABE, AND THEN SUPERVISOR 13 

MOLINA.  14 

 15 

SUP. KNABE: I WOULD JUST THEN, MADAME CHAIR, I WOULD MOVE FOR 16 

RECONSIDERATION.  17 

 18 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: SECOND.  19 

 20 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: SUPERVISOR MOLINA, WOULD YOU CARE TO SPEAK 21 

AT THIS POINT?  22 

 23 

SUP. MOLINA: YES, I WOULD.  24 

 25 
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SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: YES, YOU'RE RECOGNIZED.  1 

 2 

SUP. MOLINA: IT'S INTERESTING. DON, WHILE YOU WERE WELCOMING 3 

YOUR NEW GRANDSON, SUPERVISOR YAROSLAVSKY MADE A MOTION TO GO 4 

TO COURT ON THIS ITEM. SO IT HAS BEEN --  5 

 6 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: EXCUSE ME. FOR THE RECORD. THE MOTION I MADE 7 

WAS TO GIVE THE M.T.A. THE OPTION OF GOING. BECAUSE WE WEREN'T 8 

GOING TO MEET AGAIN.  9 

 10 

SUP. MOLINA: IF I REMEMBER CORRECTLY, IT WAS THE 11 

AUTHORIZATION. THE AUTHORIZATION TO GO TO COURT TO FIGHT THIS 12 

ISSUE.  13 

 14 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: THAT'S TRUE.  15 

 16 

SUP. MOLINA: HERE WE HAVE A STRATEGY. THERE WAS A STRATEGY AT 17 

THE M.T.A. AND IT WAS A VERY CLEAR STRATEGY. IT WAS LET'S 18 

FIGURE OUT WHO'S GOING TO GET THE BIG PIE. AND THROUGH 19 

LEGISLATORS AND OTHERS, THEY CAN COP TO THE SCHEME. AND I HAVE 20 

SAID IF THE VERY BEGINNING THAT IF WE WANT THIS TAX, WHICH IS 21 

A TWO-THIRDS TAX TO PASS, AND I THINK MANY OF US UNDERSTAND 22 

AND RECOGNIZE HOW SIGNIFICANTLY IMPORTANT A TRANSIT TAX IS TO 23 

ALL OF US. OF COURSE, I DON'T KNOW THAT IT IS AT THIS POINT IN 24 

TIME CONSIDERING THAT THE STATE IS NOW LOOKING AT LEVYING 25 
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ADDITIONAL SALES TAX, AS WELL. SO WE MIGHT RECONSIDER AS TO 1 

WHETHER THIS IS A PROPER TIME OR WE SHOULD WAIT. BUT THE WAY 2 

IT WAS DONE AT THE M.T.A. CERTAINLY WASN'T BY ANY WAY KIND OF 3 

A FAIR PROCESS "LET'S BE FAIR TO THE VOTERS." ALL OF THAT. IT 4 

WAS A NICE CONCOCTED SCHEME THAT WENT ON. AND EVERY SINGLE AND 5 

EVERY STEP OF THE WAY IT HAS MADE ARRANGEMENTS AT HOW THEY 6 

WERE GOING TO GET MORE FOR ONE SIDE OF TOWN VERSUS THE OTHER 7 

SIDE. THEY HAVE BEEN TRYING TO FIGURE OUT -- AND EVERYONE HAS 8 

KNOWN FROM THE BEGINNING THAT THE M.T.A. IS REALLY HEAVILY 9 

LOADED WHEN IT COMES TO THE MAYOR'S VOTES ON THERE. AND VERY 10 

CLEARLY IF ANYBODY WOULD HAVE OBJECTED, THAT ARE HIS 11 

APPOINTEES, HE CERTAINLY PROBABLY WOULD HAVE WITHDRAWN THEM 12 

RIGHT THERE AND THEN. SO LET'S NOT TALK ABOUT FAIRNESS IN 13 

LIGHT OF HOW THIS ALL CAME ABOUT. I THINK IT'S HYPOCRITICAL TO 14 

TALK ABOUT FAIRNESS WHEN IT WAS BROUGHT ABOUT SO UNFAIRLY TO 15 

THE M.T.A. BOARD AFTER WE HAVE SPENT YEARS AND YEARS LOOKING 16 

AT A CRITERIA FOR A 30-YEAR TRANSIT PLAN. MANY OF US HAD 17 

DEVOTED TIME. AND ALL OF A SUDDEN IN THE BACK ROOM THEY MADE 18 

THOSE KIND OF ARRANGEMENTS. NOW, MY ISSUE IS THAT I WISH IT 19 

WOULD HAVE BEEN FAIR BUT IT WASN'T FAIR. AND THE ONLY 20 

OPPORTUNITY THAT I HAVE WAS TO RAISE MY VOICE, RAISE MY 21 

CONCERNS AND MY VOTE. MY VOTE WAS VERY IMPORTANT. RIGHT NOW 22 

I'M BEING TOLD MY VOTE IS INSIGNIFICANT. AND IT HAS NOTHING TO 23 

DO WITH ANYTHING, THAT I'M SUPPOSED TO APPROVE IT BECAUSE IT'S 24 

GOING TO GO ANY WAY. THEY ARE STILL GOING TO HAVE AN 25 
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OPPORTUNITY TO PUT IT ON THE BALLOT. ALL THEY HAVE TO DO IS GO 1 

UP TO THAT VOTING BOOTH AND SAY: CAN I HAVE THAT SPECIAL 2 

TRANSIT TAX BALLOT? AND I CAN GO AND VOTE FOR IT. THAT IS WHAT 3 

IT'S GOING TO MEAN. IT WILL BE VERY UNIQUE AND VERY SPECIAL. 4 

AND I'M SURE THE MAYOR AND HIS COMMERCIALS WILL PROBABLY 5 

CAMPAIGN TOWARD ALL OF IT, OR THEY WILL DO WHAT THEY INTENDED 6 

TO DO AT THE M.T.A. MEETING WHEN THEY AUTHORIZED, AGAIN WITH 7 

THE SMALL NUMBER OF VOTES THAT THEY HAD, TO GO TO COURT IF 8 

NEED BE. SO HERE'S A STRATEGY, AS WELL. THE STRATEGY CAN BE IF 9 

YOU'RE OPPOSED TO THIS TAX NOW, AS IT STANDS. WE HAVE AN 10 

OPPORTUNITY TO MAKE IT VERY, VERY UNIQUE IN KIND OF THE SAME 11 

SYMBOLIC WAY THAT IT BROUGHT IT AND MADE IT VERY UNIQUE TO US. 12 

THEY CAN GO INTO THE BALLOT BOOTH. AND THEY CAN GO IN THERE 13 

AND ASK FOR THAT SPECIAL BALLOT WITH SPECIAL HANDLING TO VOTE 14 

FOR THIS. SO WE HAVE AN OPPORTUNITY TO DO THAT. NOW, I THINK 15 

IT'S VERY CLEARLY, WE HAVE AN OPPORTUNITY BY OUR VOTE. I KNOW 16 

WHAT MY VOTE IS. I DID NOT SUPPORT IT AT THE M.T.A. FOR ALL 17 

THE REASONS THAT SUPERVISOR ANTONOVICH RAISED AND I'M NOT 18 

GOING TO SUPPORT IT HERE AT ALL. SO WE ALL HAVE AN OPPORTUNITY 19 

TO MAKE THAT DECISION. LET THEM DO WHAT THEY'RE GOING TO DO 20 

BECAUSE AT THE END OF THE DAY, THAT'S HOW THEY'RE -- THEY EVEN 21 

TRIED TO TABLE OUR DISCUSSION, BY THE WAY, SO THAT WE WOULDN'T 22 

EVEN HAVE AN OPPORTUNITY TO DISCUSS IT. SO IT'S BEEN A VERY 23 

FUNNY WAY THAT THIS LITTLE CHOO-CHOO IS GETTING ON THE BALLOT. 24 

BUT THE REALITY IS YOU HAVE AN OPPORTUNITY HERE TO EXPRESS TO 25 
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THE VOTERS THAT IF THEY WANT TO HAVE AN OPPORTUNITY TO VOTE 1 

FOR THIS, THEY CAN GO IN AND ASK FOR THAT SPECIAL BALLOT TO 2 

TAX THEMSELVES FOR A VERY UNFAIR TRANSIT TAX FOR THE NEXT 30 3 

YEARS.  4 

 5 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: ALL RIGHT THE MOTION IS ON THE --  6 

 7 

SUP. KNABE: THE QUESTION IS WOULD THEY HAVE TO ASK FOR THE 8 

BALLOT?  9 

 10 

DEAN LOGAN: NO. IF WE'RE CONDUCTING THE ELECTION, WE HAVE TO 11 

GIVE THEM THE BALLOT.  12 

 13 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: YOU WOULD HAVE TO GIVE THEM THE BALLOT. ON 14 

THE MOTION TO RECONSIDER, WOULD YOU PLEASE CALL THE ROLL.  15 

 16 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: SUPERVISOR MOLINA?  17 

 18 

SUP. MOLINA: NO.  19 

 20 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: SUPERVISOR YAROSLAVSKY?  21 

 22 

SUP. YAROSLAVSKY: YES.  23 

 24 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: SUPERVISOR KNABE?  25 
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 1 

SUP. KNABE: NO.  2 

 3 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: SUPERVISOR ANTONOVICH?  4 

 5 

SUP. ANTONOVICH: NO.  6 

 7 

SUP. KNABE: I ANSWERED MY QUESTION.  8 

 9 

CLERK SACHI HAMAI: SUPERVISOR BURKE.  10 

 11 

SUP. BURKE, CHAIR: AYE. THE MOTION TO RECONSIDER FAILS. THE 12 

NEXT ITEM, I BELIEVE SUPERVISOR KNABE --  13 

 14 

SUP. KNABE: I DIDN'T HAVE ANY MORE ITEMS. YOU HAD 24 AND 30 15 

STILL ON THE AGENDA.  16 

 17 

SUP. ANTONOVICH: MY ADJOURNMENTS, WE LOST A WONDERFUL DEPUTY 18 

SHERIFF THIS PAST WEEK, JUAN ABLE ESCALANTE, AGE 27 WHO HAD 19 

BEEN WITH THE SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT FOR THE PAST 2-1/2 YEARS, 20 

AND ALSO SERVED IN IRAQ. HE WAS GUNNED DOWN SATURDAY OUTSIDE 21 

HIS BOYHOOD HOME IN CYPRUS PARK. AND HE'S BEEN ASSIGNED TO 22 

GUARD THE MOST DANGEROUS INMATES IN THE COUNTY, INCLUDING 23 

MEMBERS OF THE MEXICAN MAFIA GANG. HE IS SURVIVED BY HIS WIFE 24 

AND HIS THREE CHILDREN. AND I WOULD ALSO LIKE TO MOVE THAT WE 25 
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